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a fight and certainly made no attempt in his replies to the attack
upon him to reduce the prevailing temperature.

Lord Rosebery, with pardonable rhetorical licence, pronounced
the Budget to be "the end of all things" $ and though this lugub-
rious prophecy has proved to be an exaggeration, it did mark the
beginning of the end of a settled and spacious way of life among
the "governing classes" which had come down with little change
from the eighteenth century and was soon to disappear for ever
in the throes of war.

The Peers had at least the courage of their convictions. They
regarded the Budget as manifest Socialism and with a fine disregard
for constitutional usage proceeded to reject it by 550 votes to 75.

Immediately and inevitably the resentment which had already
been kindled among Liberals at the summary execution of several
of their most cherished measures burst into flame. Here was a
challenge on an issue which could neither be ignored nor circum-
navigated but must be settled for good without further delay.

But a question was thus raised upon which the electorate had
never been consulted, and the Government did not feel justified
in taking steps finally to end the deadlock without the reinforce-
ment of popular support. Moreover, the refusal of the necessary
supplies could only result in the machinery of government being
brought to a standstill. The Parliament which in 1906 had been
ushered in with such high hopes, only to find itself increasingly
fettered and impotent, was accordingly dissolved, and Rufus
Isaacs found himself for the third time in five and a half years
appealing to the electors of Reading.

In his address to them he put the dominant issue in precise
and cogent terms.

By the unconstitutional and revolutionary action of the House of
Lords this Budget, passed by an overwhelming majority of the repre-
sentatives of the people in the House of Commons, has been rejected by
the Peers. Thus, the House of Lords has, for the first time in the
history of our constitution, which is based upon usage, practice, and
custom, asserted a right to force a dissolution of Parliament by refusing
to assent to the necessary- supplies, and has revived a claim to control
the finances of the country which we all thought had been disposed of
in favour of the House of Commons, once and for all, long ago. In my
view careful and deliberate provision should be made to prevent any
possible recurrence of interference by the House of Lords with the
Budget or the finances of the country. Never again should the Budget
be liable to rejection by the Peers.

In my view, the taxation imposed on the people should be that
chosen by the people through their representatives in the House of